Pakistan Penal Code (PPC) 
Introduction

The Pakistan Penal Code usually called PPC is a penal code for all offences charged in
Pakistan. Definitions in the Code to be understood are subject to exceptions. Throughout this Code every definition of an offence, every penal provision and every illustration of every such definition or penal provision, shall be understood subject to the exceptions. Before the Partition the Government of India constituted a Law Commission to prepare a Penal code, of which Lord Macaulay was the President. The first draft of Penal code prepared by the said commission was presented to Governor General of India in 1837. Sir Burnes Peacock, Chief Justice and Puisne Judges of Calcutta High Court revised the draft and completed the task in
The legislative council passed it in October 1860, and under section 18(3) of the Independence Act 1947, Penal Code, 1860 was adapted by Pakistan "until other provision is made by the laws of legislative", but Pakistan has not so far framed its own penal code and the penal code enacted in 1860 by foreign rulers is still being followed in Pakistan as the law of crimes of the land. Though a good number of amendments have been made to suit the changed conditions but the fact remains that its basic principles and fundamentals have very little effect of the change
.
The sections of the Pakistan Penal code relating to the Press are mentioned here briefly.
Section 123-A states that whoever condemns the creation of Pakistan or advocates the curtailment or abolition of the sovereignty of Pakistan shall be punished with rigorous imprisonment up to ten years and shall be liable to fine (Bajwa, 1992 p.133 (abdul, 1952) . (Bajwa, 1992 (Niazi-1986) . 
Section 124-A is related to sedition, which states that whoever brings into hatred or contempt the Government shall be punished with up to imprisonment for life to which fine may be added. The explanation of this section says that comments expressing disapprobation of the measures of the Government with a view to obtain their alteration by lawful means
But now it has been increasingly felt during the last several years that our. Present legal system and its administration needs to be overhauled in order to
---------+---------+---------+-----
C1 3 118.3 192.9 (----------------*----------------)
C2 3 105.0 117.8 (----------------*----------------) -+---------+---------+---------+-----
Pooled StDev = 159.8 -150 0 150 300
Factor "Section 124-A of PPC", composed on (fully-up to some extent-not at all) and factor "Section 153-A of PPC", indicates (yes-lesser-more). Conclusion: the regression analysis support that there is not equally significant perception that despite Section 153-A of PPC, the press in Pakistan is performing its function freely up to some extent and situation of the press freedom despite Section 153-A of PPC is lesser free.
H 0 is rejected.
3.1.7: Awareness and perception regarding punishment under Section 292 of PPC
The result indicated the M=157. The respondents, disagreeing with the significant majority's opinion in figure 1.6 that Section 292 should also restrain watching obscene material on electronic media, argue that it is a personal act (40%), restraint would be illogical (31%), or it would not be possible (26%) to restrain watching obscene material in this age of global media onslaught. Table 1 .1 guides us that significant majority of the respondents (64%) know that Section 295-A of PPC punishes up to 10 years imprisonment or fine to one who outrages the religious feelings of any class or insults the religion or religious beliefs. Moreover, very vast majority of the respondents (91%) support the view that it should remain as a cognizable crime. The figures also illustrate that significant majority (62%) feels that 10 years imprisonment or fine under Section 295-A of PPC is appropriate. The findings also reveal that a reasonable number (27%) feel that punishment should be commuted, whereas 11% of the respondents think that it should be more severe. Table 1 .2 describes that a significant majority (67%) is well aware of the fact that Section 500 of PPC punishes up to 2 years rigorous imprisonment or fine on the publication of any imputation concerning any person intending to harm his reputation in the estimation of others, and lowers the moral or intellectual character of a person. They (90%) are also of the view that publication of defamatory matter should remain as cognizable crime. However, very vast majority (94%) feels that all the Sections of PPC pertaining to the press need to be reviewed to meet the present age requirements. Figure 1 .9 shows that majority of the respondents (56%) are of the view that promulgation of the Freedom of Information Ordinanc-2002 is just an attempt to score the points and increase the fame of the government. Some respondents (22%) feel that its detail is not known while some other (19%) say that its procedure is complicated, while 3% respondents mentioned other reasons such as that the said ordinance is related to official information and not to the press only.
Discussion
Commenting on Sections of Pakistan Panel Code (PPC) pertaining to media, the experts were of the view that no government could afford to become weaker that is why Section 124-A of Pakistan Penal Code (PPC) does not need any omission or amendment. Regarding Section 153-B they were of the view that it should not be omitted on the plea that it did not come in (ISSN: 2226-8235) action. In contrast, the other view was that it should not only be omitted but the students should also be allowed to take active part in politics .
Moreover, findings of the study revealed a complete agreement among experts that the suggestion given by a court in 1990, that watching obscene material on TV/VCR should come under the purview of Section 292 of PPC, is neither workable nor appropriate in this age of easy access to media. However, the problem of obscenity in TV programmes is controllable through technological devices meant for the purpose.
On the question of the press court of honor to expedite the cases related to the media, it was revealed that as per decision of the Supreme Court of Pakistan, no parallel Judiciary can be established.
Conclusion
The law experts not only justified that violation of Section 124-A of PPC should remain as a cognizable crime, but also justified the punishment of life imprisonment on the plea that to contempt the government is a very severe crime.
In contrast significant majority of respondents was of the firm view that violation of the section should not be considered as a cognizable crime and the punishment is also absolutely inappropriate and unjustifiable.
Findings pertaining to Section 153-B of PPC illustrated that majority of the respondents did not know about two years punishment on violation of the Section along with fine for inducing students into politics, moreover highly significant majority was not ready to consider the violation as cognizable crime. Conversely the law experts remarked that non registration of any case did not mean that it should be omitted from PPC and also the presence of such section did not mean that it must be invoked. If law was not being violated it indicates maturity on the part of the society. In contrast, the other view was that it should not only be omitted but the students should also be allowed to take active part in politics.
The empirical findings addressing Section 292 revealed that watching of obscene material on T.V, VCR or Internet should come under the purview of Section 292 as it was suggested by a Judge of a High Court in 1990 that, "the exhibition or displaying of a foreign/objectionable film is an offence yet the act of seeing such film is not punishable. Lest this Judgment is misunderstood, let it be added that from the moral point of view, the court have not approved the act of seeing obscene, immoral, objectionable film on TV/VCR, the court simply interpreted and applied the law of the land as it is. Court is obliged to administer justice within the corners of the code and according to the cannon of the law regardless of consequences. The court was convinced that unless amendment is made in the relevant law restraining act of seeing foreign/obscene/uncertified films, the person seeing such films on TV/VCR is not criminally punishable. So, the legislature may in its wisdom make suitable amendment to bring the seeing of such films on VCR within the purview of criminal liability".
The law experts were of the view that if someone was watching such objectionable in privacy then how the law could be successfully enforced. However, the problem of obscenity in TV programmes can be controlled through technological devices meant for the purpose. It was further observed that very vast majority of the respondents believed that Sections of PPC pertaining to the press should be reviewed to extend the press freedom, whereas the official circles believed that more freedom might provide more chances to the press for blackmailing.
It was further observed that majority of the respondents thought that promulgation of the Freedom of Information Ordinance -2002 was just to score points by the government and highly significant majority has not felt any improvement in situation of the press freedom.
The DG (IP) was of the view that the purpose was not to score the points but to meet the present age demand. In view of this discussion it is suggested that all the sections of PPC particularly those related to the Press need to be improved and may be framed in accordance with the requirement of independent, democratic modern state (Paracha, 2007) .
Recommendations
Respect for truth and for the right of the public to truth is the first duty of the journalist. The journalist shall at all times defend the principles of freedom in the honest collection and publication of news, and of the right to fair comment and criticism. Within the general law of each country the journalist shall recognize in matters of professional matters the jurisdiction of colleagues only, to the exclusion of any kind of interference by governments or others. The right to know should not be taken away from the people of Pakistan. The liberty and safety of journalists and editorial independence are principles of press freedom that we hold as sacrosanct and non-negotiable . . . Ordinance, 2007, must be revoked to allow a return to the relatively free media environment that had been developing in Pakistan in recent years. All political candidates are urged to commit to the withdrawal of the anti-media laws regardless of who holds government, and to pledge support for a strong charter of rights guaranteeing basic media freedoms, without fear or favor. All electronic media must be promptly permitted to present all activities without any hindrance.
